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NOTES:

1. APPROXIMATE LANDFILL BOUNDARIES ARE
BASED ON HISTORICAL AERIAL PHOTOS
AND FIELD INVESTIGATIONS.

2. SOME SCATTERED SURFACE DEBRIS IS
ALSO PRESENT OUTSIDE OF THE LANDFILL
AREA.

3. TOPOGRAPHICAL MAP FROM
AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY (1996 FLYOVER)

Figure 2-3

AREAS INVESTIGATED
SITE _1 AND SITE 12_
CH2MHILL Naval Air Station Patuxent River
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